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DETAILED ACTION 
Withdrawn Rejections 

1. The 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection of claims 1 - 8, 10 - 20 and 22 over Huddleston et al. 
(USPN 5,653,472) in view of Haas (USPN 5,785,354) and Attia et al. (USPN 6,016,618) in the 
office action dated September 22, 2006 is withdrawn due Applicant's arguments in the response 
dated January 9, 2007. 

2. The 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection of claims 9 and 21 over Huddleston et al. (USPN 5,653,472) 
in view of Haas (USPN 5,785,354), Attia et al. (USPN 6,016,618) and Charles et al. (USPN 
4,318,234) in the office action dated September 22, 2006 is withdrawn due Applicant's 
arguments in the response dated January 9, 2007. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1 - 8, 10 - 20 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Huddleston et al. (USPN 5,653,472) in view of Haas (USPN 5,785,354) and Wiebe (USPN 
Re. 30,786). 



Huddleston et al. disclose a patient wristband form (Figure 1, #10) comprising a polyester 
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ply layer having an upper surface and a lower surface made of film material (Column 5, lines 36 
-38; Column 6, lines 6 - 7), wherein the polyester film is a white polyester film (Column 3, 
lines 56 - 58), a release ply having an upper surface and lower surface (Column 5, lines 44 - 48) 
wherein said release ply having a release coating on said upper surface of said release ply 
(Column 5, lines 45 - 46) and wherein said transparent ply is removably mounted on said upper 
surface of said release ply by said pressure sensitive coating (Column 5, lines 46 - 48), a die cut 
in said transparent ply defining an elongated wristband (Column 5, lines 39-41), said label 
being sized to cover at least a part of said central portion of said elongated wristband so as to 
cover indicia printed on said wristband (Figure 1, #14) as in claims 1, 1 1 and 13. With regard to 
claims 2 and 14, the release ply is substantially larger than said transparent ply (Figure 2. #24) 
and further comprises a paper ply having an upper surface and a lower surface (Figure 1, #18; 
Column 3, lines 56-57) wherein said lower surface of said paper ply has a pressure sensitive 
adhesive coating which is used to mount the paper ply on the release ply (Figure 2, #28)). The 
form contains one or more labels defined by die cuts in the paper ply (Figure 1, #14), the 
transparent ply is die cut to define one or more additional labels (Column 4, lines 47 - 50) and a 
plurality of colored labels that may be affixed to said elongated wristband (Figure 3, #16; 
Column 3, lines 46 - 47) as in claims 3, 4, 6, 15, 16 and 18. As in claims 5 and 17, the pressure 
sensitive adhesive coating on said lower surface of said transparent ply is pattern coated such 
that are beneath said elongated wristband central portion is free of adhesive (Column 4, lines 4 - 
7). With regard to claims 7 and 19, the transparent ply and paper ply are directly adjacent each 
other to provide a patient wristband of substantially uniform thickness (Figures 1 and 2, #10), 
whereby said form may advantageously be printed by means of a laser printer or an ink jet 
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printer in center portion of the wristband (Column 4, lines 62 - 66; Figure 1, #40). However, 
Huddleston et al. fail to disclose a transparent ply having an upper and lower surface, a die cut in 
said transparent ply defining an overlaminate label, said overlaminate label being separate from 
said elongated wristband and sized to cover at least a part of the central portion of the wristband 
so as to cover indicia printed on said coating, an opaque coating on said upper surface of said 
transparent ply in a central portion of said elongated wristband, an opaque coating on said upper 
surface of said transparent ply in a central portion of said elongated wristband comprising a 
coating of a white, opaque ink, the transparent ply comprising a ply of substantially clear 
polyester film material a perforation line extending there across between said top ply and said 
paper ply. 

Haas teaches an opaque coating on said upper surface of said transparent ply in a central 
portion of said elongated wristband made of a white adhesive material (Column 9, lines 10-12; 
Column 10, lines 1-5) and the transparent ply comprising a ply of substantially clear polyester 
film material (Column 9, lines 12-14; Column 10, lines 1 1 - 14) for the purpose of having a 
surface that is capable of absorbing ink to form a display (Column 8, lines 44 - 50). 

Weibe teaches a transparent ply having an upper and lower surface (Column 4, lines 43 - 
45), a die cut in said transparent ply defining an overlaminate label (Figure 4, #25), said 
overlaminate label being separate from said elongated wristband and sized to cover at least a part 
of the central portion of the wristband so as to cover indicia printed on said coating as part of a 
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wristband (Column 4, lines 44 - 50) for the purpose of having a laminated article that protects 
the printed material from unauthorized tampering (Column 4, lines 60 - 67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the applicant's 
invention was made to have provided an opaque coating on said upper surface of said transparent 
ply in a central portion of said elongated wristband comprising a coating of a white, opaque ink 
and the transparent ply comprising a ply of substantially clear polyester film material in 
Huddleston et al. in order to have a surface that is capable of absorbing ink to form a display as 
taught by Haas and to have a laminated article that protects the printed material from 
unauthorized tampering. 

5. Claims 9 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Huddleston et al. (USPN 5,653,472) in view of Haas (USPN 5,785,354) and Wiebe (USPN Re. 
30,786) as applied to claims 1 - 8, 10 - 20 and 22 above, and further in view of Charles et al. 
(USPN 4,318,234). 

Huddleston et al., as modified with Haas and Wiebe, disclose a patient wristband 
form comprising a transparent ply layer having an upper surface and a lower surface made of 
film material, a release ply having an upper surface and lower surface wherein said release ply 
having a release coating on said upper surface of said release ply and wherein said transparent 
ply is removably mounted on said upper surface of said release ply by said pressure sensitive 
coating, a die cut in said transparent ply defining an elongated wristband, an opaque coating on 
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said upper surface of said transparent ply in a central portion of said elongated wristband and a 
die cut in said transparent ply defining an overlaminate label, said label being sized to cover at 
least a part of said central portion of said elongated wristband so as to cover indicia printed on 
said opaque coating. However, the modified Huddleston et al. fail to disclose said transparent 
ply further defines one or more circular cut holes in said elongated wristband adjacent each end 
thereof, whereby said elongated wristband may be secured in place by a clasp, which engages 
one hole at each end of the wristband. 

Charles et al. disclose a wristband (Column 1, lines 12-17) with a transparent ply 
(Column 9, lines 18-20) that further defines one or more circular cut holes (Figure la, #18 and 
16) in said elongated wristband (Figure la, #4) adjacent each end thereof (Figure la, #6 and 8; 
Column 9, lines 23 - 26), whereby said elongated wristband may be secured in place by a clasp, 
which engages one hole at each end of the wristband (Column 9, lines 26 - 29; Figure 6a) for the 
purpose of having an identification that is easy to use, easy to apply while being tamper-resistant 
(Column 1, lines 6-11). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the applicant's 
invention was made to have provided with a transparent ply that further defines one or more 
circular cut holes in said elongated wristband adjacent each end thereof, whereby said elongated 
wristband may be secured in place by a clasp, which engages one hole at each end of the 
wristband in the modified Huddleston et al. in order to have an identification that is easy to use, 
easy to apply while being tamper-resistant as taught by Charles et al. 
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Response to Arguments 
6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 - 22 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. However, since the same prior art is being used in the 
above rejections, the arguments will be responded to below. 

With regard to Applicant's argument that there is no die cut that defines an overlaminate 
label that is separate from the wristband, please see the newly applied rejection above with 
regard to the Weibe reference. 

In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of obviousness is 
based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that any judgment on 
obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon hindsight reasoning. But so 
long as it takes into account only knowledge which was within the level of ordinary skill at the 
time the claimed invention was made, and does not include knowledge gleaned only from the 
applicant's disclosure, such a reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 
170 USPQ 209 (CCPA1971). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Patricia L. Nordmeyer whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1496. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Thurs. from 10:00-7:30 & alternate 
Fridays. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Harold Y. Pyon can be reached on (571) 272-1498. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Patricia L. Nordmeyer 
Examiner 
Art Unit 1772 



pin 



